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the joint resolution for the annexation offIJEESASKA TERRITORY.

BPKECtI OF SENATOR DOUGLAS.

of universal application. The author of
this abolition manifesto attempted to refute
this presumption, and maintain that the
compromise of 1850 did not supersede that

they saw proper; and in such State or States
as were north of that line slavery should be
prohibited.. When w had eut off all none
of 39 deg. 30 and thus circumscribed thh
boundary and diminished the territory of
Texas, the question arose, how many Stales
will Trxas be entitled to under this circum-
scribed boundary Certainly not four, it
will be argued. Why? Because the orig-
inal resolution of annexation provided that

ly; but when that was.abtnd'med, in cense-- j it? I will fspccully address t?i argumt.-- :'

quence of the action of freesoilrrs and abo-- t :o my own seeiion of country, and ak wl.
litiouists hen it was superceded by the j should ny northern man object to this priri
compromise measures of 1 850, which ret-ctple- ? If you will review the history of tl-- '

ed upon agre.it universal principle there j slavery question in the United StaU-s- , yen
was no necessity for keeping in view the old will e that nil the great results in behnl:'
and unatural boundary. For that reason, ' of free institutions, which have been wor!
in making the new territories iirespeetive of i ed out; have been accomplished by the ope--th- e

source whence our title was derived. I ration of this principle, and by it alone.
In writing these bills I raid no attention to' When these StaU-- s we colo. ie of Great
the fact whether the title was acquired from j Britain, every one of them was a slave-hol- d

Louisiana, from Frane, or from Mexico; for ing province. When the Consolation o
what difference did it make? Thn principle ! the Uuited States was formed, twelve out
which we had established in the bill would f the thirteen were slave-holdini- r States

fact, it may be that I shall be able to nail that de-
nial, as 1 shall the statement here which re over
his own signature, as a bass falsehood, and prove
it by the solemn tegialation of thi country.

Mr. Cntsa. J call the Senator to order.
The President. The Senator from Illinois is

out of order.
Mr. Doosl. Then 1 will only say that I shall

confine myself to this document, and p ova its state,
menu to be false by the legislation of the country.
Certainly that is in order.

Mr. C Hist. Yon cannot do it.
Mr. Doi.mus The srgqment of this manifesto Is

predicated Uon the assumption that the policy of tlie
lathers of the Republic was to prohibit slsverv in
all the territory eeded by thaold States to the Union
and made tinted States territory, lor the purpose
of being organized into new States. 1 take issue
upon that statement. Such was not the practice in
the early history of the Government. It is true that
in the territory northwest of the Ohio river slave-
ry was prohibited by the ordinance of 1787; but it is
also true that in the territory south of the Ohio river,
to wit, the Territory of Tennessee, slavery was per-
mitted and protected; and it is nlso true, that in the
organization f the Territory of Mississippi, in 1738,
the provisions of the ordinance of 1787 wcro applied
to it, with the exception of the sixth article, which
prohibited slaverv. Then, sir, foil rind upon the
statute-book- s under Washington and the early Pres

Since that .:lime sit of those Stales hiv be
come fite. How has this been affected?
Was it by virtue of abolition agitation i a
Congress? Was it in obedience to the dic-

tates of the Federal Government? " Not t
all; but ihry have become free States under
the silent but sure and irresistible workin '. . .e .1 ior mat meat principle of aellVovernraeni
which teaches every people to do that which4
the intercuts of themselves and their poster- -

ty morally Und pecuniarily may require".-"- "

Under the operation of this principle New1
Hampshire became free, while South Caro- -

lina continued lo hold slaves; Connecticut
abolished slaverv, while Georgia held om ttr
it; Kho.lc Island abandoned the institution,
while Varyland preserved i:; !Sew Vorh
New Jersey, nnd Pennsylvania) aboioite-- i

slavery, white Virginia, North Carolina, hr.l
Kentucky retained it. Did they do it ct '

the dictation of ihe Federal Government? --

Did they do it in obedience to any of y ur
Wilroot provisoes ' or ordinances of '87?-- h

Not at all; they did it by virtu of their ryht '

an freemen under tbe Constitution of the '
LTnited States, to establish and abolish su.vrt

institution as they thought their ewivgKji
required.

Let me ask you where have you succe l

ed in excluding slavery by an act of Con
gress fron one inch of the American sc-- f

1 oh mav tell mo Oft v i (ii I I', in the
northi st territor it or17''- -

I

' of the rcatiti't
:::)' v'.toh lhitl ,'.''

e by 'aw, b:,
I trit

r W, , tn
Tl . 8Bl t t

, i i I r .

I will show von bv i.ie histor
that you did no;
Yo'i prvliibs' ' h - ii

you did ri t ex i

u part of the north-p-- L.-rii

exception of
men is it tv.'i j
hostile sav t t

was ndoptel.
organis t f
tabliihe i ani j
tained it -
defiance if i.
curious J:ic:. i

the territory ot i:. ! :; ;- v.." : ':-- t t
very, she actua'iv haa --.; vie ify
(Jay when you withdraw you; . "- ,

-

prohibi'ion, shj jpcople of lilino.n, . i
own free will nnd accord, provided foi - k

tern of eftfcincipatton.
Thus you di i not succeed in Uihvvs Ter- - v

ritory rith j our ordinance or yottr VVV-n-

priviso because the people there Tejarrle'",-- s

an ifuvasion of their rights. The)
it as violative of the great prineipic-- f

of and thoy determincit' x

that tKcy would neversubmit even to l,av- - j
freedom so long as ou fon-e- d it npon them.' '

Nor onwi it be wI' that slavery was4 abel ..,

ished in' 'the bonstivu'ion of IHi-.mi- s in ordt ir '
to be admiUeu kito tho Union as a Ktati' i:i

oomptliuaca with tEtJkSrdin.inse of 1 787;' for
tliey did no such thing. In the ;nstilutib'. "
with which the people of Illinois were ad t
mitteii into-th- e Union, Miey absolutely viola-- "'

ted, diisrenrded.'aud repudiated your ordi-

nance. The orJiBanwe said that slavery,'

Texas passed, .There was inserted ia that!
a provision,, suggested in the first instsnoe
and brought before the House of Represen
tatives by tnys'lf.r extending the' Missouri
Compromi-- e line indefinitely westward
through tlie territory of Texas. Why did I
bring forward that provision? Why' did
(he Congress of the United Slates adopt it?
No because it was of the least practical im-

port ance, si far as th question of shivery
within the limits of Texas wa concerned;
for no man ever dreamed that it had .any
practical effect there. Then why was it
brought forward? It was for tint purpose
of p serving the principle, in order that it
might exteded still further westward, evra
to the Pacific ocean, whenever we should
acquire the country that far. I will
read that clause in the joint resolution for
(he annexation of Texas. It is the third
article, second section, and is in' (hose
words;

"New States, of convenient sijc, not ex-

ceeding four in'nurnbef, in addition to said
State of Texas, having sufficient population,
may hereafter, by the consent of said State,
be formed out of the territory thereof, which
shall be entitled to admission under the pro-
visions of the federal Constitution. And
suoh States as may ba formed out of that
portion of gnid territory lying south of 3fl
degrees 3 I minutes north latitude, common"
ly known as the Missouri compromise line,
shall be admitted into the Union, with or
without slavery, as the people of each State
asking admission may desire. . And in such
State or States as sh-il- l be formed out of
said territory north of said Missouri com-

promise line, slavery or involuntary servi-

tude (except for crime) shall bo prohibit
ed."

It will he seen that that contains a very
reninrkuhlo provision, which is, that when
Stale lying north of 36 deg. 30 minutes
apply for admission, slavery shal be prohib-
ited in their constitutions. I presume no
onu pretends that Congress could have pow-
er tlm" to fetter a State applying for admis
sion into this Union; but it was necessary to
preserve the principle of the Missouri com-

promise line, in order that it might after-

wards be extended, and it was supposed
that while Congresabad no power to impose
any such limitation, yet, as that was a com-

pact with the Slate of Texas, that State could
consent for herself that, when any portion
oi the territorry, subject to her own junsdis-dictio-

and control, applied for a constitution,
is should be in partictlar form; but that
provision would not di binding on the
new Stale one day nfier it was admitted in-

to the Union. The other position was
that such States as should lie south of 36
deg. 30 minutes should come into the Union
with or without slavery ns each should de-

cide in its constitution. Then, by that act,
the Missouri compromise was extended in- -

detiniteVy '.westward, so far n the S'.ate of
1 exits went, that id, to the Kio del Aorte,
for our Government at the time recognized
the Rio del Norte as its bounJary We rec-

ognized, in many ways, and among thsm
by even paving Texss for it in order that it
might be included in and form a portion of
tho Territory of JNew Mexico.

Then, sir, in 1C43, we acquired from
Mexico the country between the Rio Del
Norte and ihe Pacific ocean. Immediately
ifter that acquisition, the Senate, on my
own motion, voted into a bill a provision to
extend the Missouri compromise indefinitely
westward to the Pacific ocean, in the same
sense and with the same understanding with
.viicli it was originally adopted. That pro-

vision passed this body by a decided major-

ity, I think by ten at least, and went to the
House of Representatives, and was defeated
there bv northern votes.

Now, sir, lt us pause and consider for a
a moment. The first lime that the prinei
pies of the Missouri compromise were ever
abandoned, the first time tbey were ever
rejectee! bv Coneress, was by the defeat of
that provision in the House of Representa-
tives. It was (he defeat of that Missouri
compromise that, created, the tremendous
struggle of 1850. It was the defeat of that
Missouri compromise that created the neces
sity for making a new compromise in 1 850.
tiau we been laitlitiu to the principles ol tlie
Missouri compromise in 1848, this question
would not have arisen. Who wa it that
was faithless? I undertake to say it was
the very men who now insist that the Mis-

souri compromise was a solemn eompact
nnd aheuld never be violated or departed
from. Kvery man who is now assailing tbe
principles of the bill nnder consideration, so
far as I am advised, was opposed to the
Missouri compromise in 1843. T, be very
men who now arraign me for a departure
from the Missouri compromise are the men
who sucessfully violated it, repudiated it,
and caused it to be superseded by thu com
promise measuies of 1850. Sir, it its with
rather bad grace that the men who. proved
false themselves should charge upon me and
othora, who were ever faithful, the responsi-biltiatan- d

consequence of their own treach
ery, i' :. '. -

( Then, sir, as I before remarked, the de-

feat of thv Missouri compromise ia 1848
having created the necessity for the estab-

lishment of ft new ono in I80, let us see
what tUat compromise was

The-- leading feature of ihe compromise of
1 850 was congressional as
to slavery in the Territories; that the
people of the Territories, and of all tbe
States,-wer- e to be allowed to do as they
pleased upon the subject of slavery, subject
only to the provisions oi toe MHisiuuuwa oi

the United (States. - -
;

, ,Th t, sir, was the leading feature of the
earn promise of 1850. Those measures,
therefore', abtmloned the idea of a geogra-
phical line as the boundary between free
States' and slave States; abandoned it be-ca- n

compelled to da it from an inability
to maintain it; and in U of that, substitu-
ted a great principle of
whkh would allow the people to do a they
thought proper. . Now the question is, when
that new compromise, resting upon that
great fundamental principle of freedom, was
established, 'was it not an abandonment of
tlie olii one the geographical line? ; Was
it not a supersedure of the old one within
the very language of thn substitute for the
bill wluoh is now under consideration? J
say it d'd supersede it, becauaa it applied
iU provisions as well to the-oOrl- jut to the
south of 36 degi 30 miuutes. It established
ti principle which wae equally applicable to
he country north aa. well m aoath f tbe

1 arallel of 36 deg. 30 minutos a principle

Th Penste, s In Cotnmittr of the Whole, pro--
. eedrd to the consideration ot lb bill lo orgamja
t Territory of Nebraska.

Mr. iH)l't:LA. ,Mr. rrcritlent, when I propo-M- ',

on Tue1oy tart, that thehwnate should pri-
ced to the consideration of the bill to organise the
Ter itories oi Nebraska and kaiuas. it wo ray pur-toc- e

only to occupy tin or fiftrn minutes ia expla-niti- c

l of ita provisions. J desired to refer to two
pointi! tirsi aa to those proviionw relating to the
lmlini.s.snl second to those which might bssup
posed n bear upon the question of shivery. .

'i he t'ommittee, in drafting the bill, find in view
the sroa1 anxiety wliich had been expressed by tome
mcrrilx-r- t of the Senate to protect the riht of the
Indians, i nd to prevent intrins'mr,n "I"1 thorn.
Hy toe tire viii-ma- tile bill, Itaink we Imveeo clear-

ly succi ed. d, in that respect, ns obviate sll pssi.
hie objwtio.' upon that acore. 1 he bill ltsell pro-

vide that it hall not operate upon any of the rights
of the lands if.he Indians, nor ahall tbey be inclu-

ded within thi limits of those territories, until they
shrill by treaty with the United States expressly con-

sent to come uider the operations of the act, and
be incorporated within the limit of the territories.
This provision jerlainly ia broad enough, clear
enough, explicit enough, to protect all the rights of
the Indians as to their perm ns and their property .

Upon the other noint. that pertaining to the ques-
tion of slavery iu t.w territories, it was the intention
of the committee tv be equally explicit. We took
the principles estahl shod by the compromise actot
1650 as our guide, aid intended to make each and
every provision of tht bill accord with those princi-

ples. Thnso measure tesiablishnd and rest upon the
great principle el sell government; that the people

allowed tocecide the questions of their
domestic institutions fo- - themselves, subject only to
such limitations and ret'rietions as arc Imposed by

'
the Constitution of the United States, instead of
having then determined ty an arbitrary or geograph-icn- l

line.
The original bill reporte I by the committee, as a

substitute for the bill tntroi need 1T the Senator from
iowa, Mr Dodge, was bdioved to have accom-

plished this object. The amendment which was
subsequently report by us was only designed to
render that clear and speiilic which- - seemed in the
minds of some, to admit of d ttbt and misuonstruc-li'iu- .

In some parts of the cou Ury the, original sub-

stitute was deemed and constri etl to be an annul-

ment or a ropual of what has been known ns the
Missouri compromise, while in other parts it was
otherwise construed. As the ob i ct of tbe commit-- 1

tee was to conform to the princi.les estahlislind by
the compromise measures ol HW, vid to carry those
principles imo effect in the Ternnries, we thought
it was better to recitj in tha bill pt wisely what, we

.understood to have been accomflished by rh ie
measurus, viz: That ijis Missouri hav-

ing; been superseded by ilia Ingishtb n of has
been inoperative, snd lience we propow to lenvtr tho
question to ihe pcoplo ol the States tpd tho Terri-ijii-

subject only to tho Limitations a'li provisions
of the Constitution.

frit--, this is all tlwt T intended to say, if theses-tio- n

had boon taken uji' tor considering n on 'i ues-da- y

last; but sincu that limo occurrences 4isv trsiie.
pired which compel me to go moro fully into the dis-

cussion. It will be borne in mind that t'ta Senator
from Ohio Mr. Chase then objected to the consid
eration of thu bill, and afketi tor its pos ponement
until this day, on the ground that there ha not been
time to understand and consider its provisions; and
the Swuator from Massachusetts Mr. Sum. tier sug-
gested that the postponement should be lor o le week,
lor that purpose. These suggestions semi ig to be
reasonable to Senators around me, 1 yielded to their
request, and consented to the postpunenieql of the
bill until this duy. - "Sir, little did I suppose at the time that I (ranted
that act of courtesy to those two Senators, tin t they
had drafted and published to tba world a clocvruent,
pwr their own signatures, in which they arraigned
mo as nnving beVn gulty of a criminal Iwira 'el of
my trust, aj having been guilty of an ant oi bad tniih,
pud twnit ou.ied ia an atrocious plot, again t the
taus.' oi ireu government Littl.- - did 1 Biippoen that
thosaiwo Snu-itot- had been g.iitty of such csin.'uct
win tey eaUud np jn nw-t- ;mi tho rourtiwy t

give thorn an opportunity ut i.ivos'i.ti.ig the si b-

slitute rupjrtel ivom th j cut't!:'ite. 1 hvs stu-'-

dtsuovure.l tint on th.itve.v- - moitiinj the Nati mal
hra, the Aboli. i.m organ in '.ry, contained ais
iiJiiresf. siiTinvt Lv cor tain Abo'ii'.ion' confedi rates.
to lile people, in whii'h the ttctio i ol the members of ,

the eoiumittoe it grossly hiisreprosented, in which
the action ! ih'i " embir.-- ot the committee igrossly .

talnitied, in which our tuouvi-a-, are urraigm u, end
our cnarocieisciiiumniiuea. jy i, sir, wuji ia murn,
I find that them was a postscript rid ed to
ills adrlrutSt published ihtit very morning, in
which the pi tncipul amendment ropnrted by the com-

mittee was set out, anil then engirsc epitht'ts applied
lo me by name. Sir, ha 1 1 unoiyn those facts at the
time i granted that act ol indulgence, J should have
responded to the request of tbjs Senators in such
ttrms ns their conduct deserved, so far as the rules
of the Senate, and a respect for my own character,
would have prompted me to do. In order to show
the character of this document of which 1 fhall
have much fanny' in the cottrce of my argument
i will read certain passages:

"Ws arraign this bill as a gross violation of a sa-

cred pledge; as a criminal betraya,! of precious rights;
a part and , nrcel of an atrocious plot to exclude
from a vast unoccupied region emigrants from the
Old vVorld, and freo laborers from uur own Slates,
nnd convert it into a dreary region of despotism, in-

habited by masters and staves."
A StNAToa. Uy whom is the address signed.
Mr. Uoculai. it is signed by "S. P. Chase, fen-to- r

from Ohio; Charlrs Sumner, Senator from
4. it. tiiddingsand Edward Wade, Rep-

resentatives Irom Oliio; Uerritt timilh, Representa-
tive from New York: Alexunder le Witt, Represen-

tative from Massachusetts," including, as I under
viand, all the Uupresentatives of the Abolition party
inCongress. - -. ,

Then speaking oi tho Committee on Territories,
these confederate use this language:

"The therefore, that tlie territory, cov-

ered by the positive prohibition of 1820, sustains a
similar relation to slavery with tht acquired from
Mexico, covered by no prohibition ex.ce.pt that of dis-

puted constitutional or .Mexican law, and that the
compromise of l5t) require the incorporation of
the clauses of the V tah aad New Mexico
hill in tno iseorasKa art, are mere inventions,!)!.- -

HIGHLY TO CCiVtR UP ril0.H rUBMC Ri rSLUF.SSlOS MtW
' ' ' "; ' 'TAtEB 4D FAirH."

"Mere inventions to cover up bad faith.' Again.
"Servile demagiiguas rnuy tett you that thn Union

can hemsintaina only by submitting to the demands
of slavery." 11 " - '

T hen there is a postscript added eouaily ofTensive
to myself, in which 1 nm mentioned by name. The
addro goes on to make an appeal to the Legisla-
tures of trie dili'erent otates, to public meetings, and
to ministers of the Uospel in tiicir pulpits to inter-
pose and arrest the vile conduct which is about to be
consummated by the Senators who are thus tl"nouno
ed. That address, sir, bears date Sunday, January
2i, IBM. 'Thus it appears that, on the holy Sabbath,
w hile other Senators wore attending divine warship,
there uboliiijn confederate were assembled in se-

cret conclavo, ploning by what msa.ns they should
deceive the people oi the United Slates, and prost-
rate the cliuracter of .brother Senators, This wae
done on the Sabbath day, sua1 by a set ol politicians,
to advance their own political and ambitious pur-
poses, in the name of our holy religion.

iiut this ia not all. It was understood from the
newspapers that resolutions wore pending before the
legislature ot Ohio, proposing to express their opin-

ions upon this tubjcou It was neecsaary for these
confederate to get up some exposition of the ques-
tion by whih they might facili:ate toe passage of
the resolution through that L' gislnttlre. lience, you
find that on the same morning that this document
appears over (he names of these confederate in the
abolition organ of thn city, the same document ap-

pears in York papers--cortainl- y in the
Tribune, Times, and livening Post in wliich it is
staled, by authority, that it is 'signed by the Sena-
tor and a tnajotity of the ltepresentative from the
fctate of Ohio-,"- statement which 1 have every rea-
son to believe was utterly false, and known to be so
at the time that these conlederate appended it to
the addretis. it was necessary, in order to carry out
ihis work of deception, and to hasten the action of
ine jUiup legislature, unoer misapproaeniatmn,
to, state that it was signed, not only by the sbolition
cetileerates, but by the whola Whig representation,
and portion of the Uemocratla reprsnentation, in
th other ijg,use from the State of (iluo. w-- i )

Ic.Chse'.' Mr. Presioent- -r r t .
, Mr;l)puotu. Mr. FreBidentH dd hot yield the

&xtM Afsenator'who tta violated all tlie rules of
courtesy and proprietwn,oi itliowod a conscious-
ness of tlie character of the act Uo was doing by con-
cealing from me all khowlcdue of the fact, who camp
lo n with smiling face, and the appearance, of
uienumip, even ajier. mat Aocumeni aaaueenuw
terod who could get np in the Senate and appeal to
my couriesy in orarr to gel time to give tile docu-me-

a wider tirrulati qbssns its hilamy could b
exposed; tuck Senawjf ass ne fight to my ceurtwy
upon this floor. ( , tt

Mr. Cmase.' Mr1. President the Senator
ihafletoWM ia (.; o;r:i r,,,, .j.n..-i-

Mr. Owiihm, ffa Preudunt, ! dscline W kia
to the floor. , , ,'

Mr. Cur. 'Ahtf 1 skill make hiy denial
came. i ttm m

The PRKstaur', Ordor, ,., ,

Mr. DoitoLin. Bir, if does tntorpoee,
ia violatijn o the ie s, of tke Smm, i deninl of the

of 1830, quo ing the proviso to the first
section of the aot to establish the Texan
boundary, and establish the territory of
New Mezico. Thai proviso was added, by
way of amendment, on motion of Mr, Mkson,
oi triiinia.

I repeat, that in order to rebut the pre
sumption, a 1 bafuTtf stated, that tlie Mis-

souri compromise was abandoned and su
perseded by the principl s of the eompror
mise of 1 850. these confederates cite the
following amendments, offered to the bill
to establish the boundary of Texts and cre-

ate tho Ttrritory of Xew Mexico ia 1850:
"Provided, That nothing herein soutain

ed shall be construed. to impair or. qualify
any wing containea ia uie mir i .aru'-i- ot HJj
second section of the joint resolution for ii- -'

nexing Texas to tlm United States;' appro--1

vti March I. 184&T either as regards
number of States that may hereafter be
formed out of the States of Texas or blher-wise."-

i,., v. j

After quoting this pi oviso, they make
the following statemjr ai, and attempt to gain
credit for itq truth by suppressing material
facts wliich appear, upou the"-fac- of the
sameslatutei and, if produced. , woulit

disprove the, statement;
It is solemnly d( cfared in the very com-

promise acts, th.t noling htrtin .wHtained
$halll$ C'tntidertd to Impair or qualify the
prohibition of slavery north of thirty-si- x icq.
thirty, minutes; and yet, in the face of this
declaration, that sacred prohibition is said
to be overthrown. Can presurapliaa further
go?" - ...... , , .

I will now proceed to show (hit presump-
tion could not go. further, than is exhibited
in this declaration; ' .

'

They suppress tho following materia facts,
which, if produced; would have disapproved
their statement. They first suppress ti e
fact that the same section of the act cuts off
from Texas, and cedes to the United States,
all that part of Trxas which lies north of

36 deg 30 minutes. They then suppress
the further fact that tlie same section of the
law cuts off from Texas large tract of coun
try on the west, moie than three degrees of
longitude, and added it to tae territory oi
the United States. They then suppress the
furtbjur fact that this territory thus cutoff
from . Texas, and to which the Missouri
compromise line did apply was incorpora-
ted into tlie territory of New Mexico. And
then what was done? It was incorporated
iuto that territory with this elause:

"That when admitted as a State, ths said
territory, or any portion of ihe same, shall
be received into Ihe Union without slavery,
as their constitution may pmenbe at the
time of its adoption."

Yes, sir, the very bill and sect ion from
which they quote, cuts off all tliat part oi

Texas which was to be free by tlm Missouri
compromise, together with the sutue on the
south side of the line; incorporates it imo
the tenit-iry- , and every portion of thu same,
shall come into the Union with or without
slavery, as it sees proper.

What else does into The sixih section
of the same act provides that the legislative
power and authority of this said Territorry
of New Mexico shall extend to all rightful
subjects ol legislation consistent with thu
Constitution of the United States and the
provisions of the act, not excepting slavery,
Thus the New Mexican bill, from which
they make that quotation, contained the
provision that New Mexico, incluiing that
part of Texas which was cut oil", should
come into the Union with or without slayery,
as tt saw proper; ami in thu hieautime that
the frritoral legislature should have all the
authority over any other subject' restricted
only by the limitation of the Constitution
of the United States and the provisions of
the act. Now, I ask those Senators, do not
those provisions repeal the Missouri com-

promise, so far as it npplied to that coun-

try cut off from Texas. Do thy not annul
it? Do they not supersede it"J If they do,
then the address which has been put forth to
the world by the confederates is an atrocious
falsehood. If they do not, then what do
they mean when they charge me with any-in- e,

in the substitute first reporteu from the
committee, repealed it, with having annul
led ft, with having violated it, wueo I only
oopied those precise words? I copied the
precise words into my bill, as reported from
the committee, wmeh .were contained iu the
New Mexico bill. ' They say my bill annuls
the Missouri compromise. If it does, it had
alaeady been done before by the act of I960;
for these words were copied from the act of
1850. "

Mr. WADE. , Why did you doit over
azam;

Mr. JJUUULA.3. I will come to that
point presently, and explain why we did it
over again. I am now dealing with the
the truth and veracity of a combination of
men who. have assembled ia stcret cau-

cus upon the Sabbath day to arraign my Con-

duct and belie my charaoter. I any,
therefore, that their manifesto, is a slander
either way;. for it says that the Missouri
compromise was not supprersed by the mea-

sure of !850,aAd theu it says that tae same
words in my bill do repeal and aruMtl it.
They must be adjudged guilty of one false
hood in order to sustain the other asser
lion. . - -

Now; sir, I propose to go a little- - further,'!
and snow What was tbe real meaning" oi
the amendment of ihe senator from Virgin-ia- ,

out of which these gentlemen hare man
ufactured so much capital in the newspa-
per press, and have succeeded by tlat mis
representation in procuring an expression of
opinion from tbe state of JKhode island in
opposition lo this bill. I will state what iu
meaninz is. '" "

J:- .....
Did it mean that the States north of 30

deg. 30min. should have a clause in their
coi.stuutions Drohibuuw slavery; I have
shown that it did hot mean that, . because
the same act says thai they mitrlit come in
with slavery,' it they saw proper, I ay l

could not mean' .that for another reason:
Th ame sectioucoatatn'mg . that proviso
cut off all that part of Texas noth of 33 deg.
AO min. add hence there waa nothing foe U

to operate upon, It did not,: therefore re
lata to th country eut off. What did it re
lata to? vs Why. it meant simply this. . By
tbe joint, resolution of 1845, Texas was an
nexetL with the right to form four addition
a! .States out of her territory; nd such
States a were south of 36 deg. 30 rain,
were to come in with or without slavery, at

one of ibe States, if not moie, should be
north of 39 ceg. 30 min. It would leave
it, then, cViubtful whether Texas was enti
tled to two or three additional States under
the circumscribed boundary.

In order to put that matter to rest, in or
der to make a final settlement, ia order to
have it explicitly understood what was the
meaning of Congress, the senator from Vir
ginia offered the amendment) that nothing
therein contained should impair that provis
ion, either as to the uuruoer, ot Mates or
otherwise, that is; that Texas shouid be en- -

tilled t'f the same number of bt&fes with her
reduceqbou.ndariesaa she would have been
entitled to ua Jer her larger boundaries; and
those States shall, come, in witn or without
slavery", being all south, of 3S -- eg. 30 min.
and, nothing to impair that right shall be
infeped from the passage, of the act. Such,
tir was tbe meaning of that proposition.
Any other construction of it would stultify
the very character and purpose of ita mover
tlie senator from Viginia. ..Such, then, was
not only lh intent ot" tbe mover, but such
ia the legal effect of the law; and I say that
no man, after reading th other sections of
the bill, those to .which I hive referred, can
doubt that au3h was both the intent and the
logal effect uUhat law.

Then I submit to the Senate if I hare not
convicted this manifesto, issued by the abo-

lition confederates, of being a gross falsifica
tion of the laws of the land, and by that
falsification that an erroneous and inju-

rious impression has been created upon
the public mind. I am sorry tobo com-

pelled to indulge in language that is ad
equate to express me indignation witn
which I see this attempt, not only to mislead
the public; but to malign my character by
deliberate falsification of the public statute
and the public records.

Sir, this misrepresentation nnd falsifica-

tion does not stop here. In order to give
greater plausibility to their statement, they
go further, and state that "ids solemnly de-

clared in the very, compromise acts that
nothing herei i contained thull be' construed to
impair or qualify' ihe prohibition of slavejy
norih of 36 deir- - 30 min.. and Vef, in the face

of this declaration, tliat.sncrcd prohibition is
said to be overthrown. Can presumption
go further?",

In the very teem oi me staiuie saying
that tiiey should come in with or .without
slavery as they pleased, these mta declare
that, it U suted that ii should-h- e forever
prohibited. I repeat to them: "Could pre-

sumption go further?" Notonly presump-
tion in making these statements, but the pre-

sumption that they could avoid the exposure
of their conduct.

In order to give greater plausibility to the
falsificatkin of the terms of the compromise
measures of 1850, the confederates also de
clare iu their manifesto that they (tho ter-

ritorial bills for, the organization of Utah
and New Mexico) "applied to the territory
acquir.frqro Mexico, and to int only.
Hie were itt'ended M a settlement of the
eonttoyetsy only. , They must stand or full

by their own merits."
I submit to ihe Senate if there is an intel-

ligent man in America who does not know

that that declaraliuu is falsified by the stat-
ute from which they quoted. They say that
the nrovisions of that bill was eoiifaked to
the territory arquird fiom Mexico when the
very section of Uie law from Which they quo-

ted that proviso did purchase a part of that
very territory from ihe State of Texas.--A- nd

the next section of the law included
that territory in the new Territory of Mexi-

co. It took a small portion also of the old
Louisiana purchase, and added that to the
new Territory of Mexico, and made up the
rest outof the Mexican acquisitions. Then
sir, your statutes, show, wuen applied to the
man of the country, that the Territor of
New Mexico was composed cf t vritory ac

quired from Mexico, and also of territory
Btuuired foam Texas, and of territory ac
quired from Franco, and yet in delianco of
that statute, ana in latsiucnuuu ui in wmis,
we are told.-i- n order to deceive the people,
that the bills were confined to tbe purchase
made from Mexico alone; and in order
to I'ivu it irreater solemnity, as was
necessary while uttering a falsehood,

they tepeat it twice, fearing that It It
woull not .be believed the first time.
rVhat is morefc the Territory of Utah was I

not confined, to. tbe country acquired from
Mexico. Thai territory, as is well known
to every nut who tin lerstands the geogra-
phy of the cjouiutry includes a Ure tract
of rich and Cetiil country, acquhsi from
Faanc iu 1303, and U wU'isU the eighth
section of the Missouri a,--t applied iu 1820.
If these confederates Uo not know to what
country I allude, I only reply that they
should nave known belvre they uttered a
falsehood, and impji d. a crime to uie.

i

Uuti will tell you ta what country i al
lude. By the treaty wf 1819, by witioh we
acquired Florida an l fixed a boundary be- -

tween the United tate anq Mexico, me
boundary was made of the. Arkansas' river
to iu source, and then.' the line ran due
north of tbe source of the Arkansas to the
42J parallel,' to the Faaific ocean.1 That
line, due north from the head of tlm Arkan
sas, leaves tho whole widdta parL described
in such glowing terms ty volona Jtretuont
to Uie east of the hue, and hence, a. part ot
the Louisiana purchase, , Yet, ' inaamuah ai
thai mtddld part is watered and drained l)J
the water flowing into the Colorado, when
we formed tbe territorial limits of Utah, in
stead of running that air-lin- we ran along;
the ridire ot tlie mountains, ana cut ou tuai
psrt ftom Nebraska, or from the Louisiana
purchase and Included it within 'the Jimits of
ill territory oi vtou. .... .. ?
,, Why did we do, it? Because we sought
for a hatUual "Boundary',"" niid" it' Was more
natural to take the mountains as a, bounda-
ry, than by an nif line to' cut the vnlloy oil
one Ym) e of tlie mountains,' and abuex the m
to th country on the mountains, and aant--t

them to the country on the oilier sido ' And
why did we Uke these natural boundaries ?

The simple reason was that so long' as' we
acted tipen the principle of selUing the 'stave
question by a guogtaphi'cfcl Hue so long we

obssivs I those boundaries, strictly ad rigid

apply equally well to either. - I
j

In fixing those boundaries, I paid no at- - j

tention to the fait whether they include old
territory or not whether the country was
covered bv the Missouri compromise or not.
Why? Because the principles establised j

ia the bills superseded the Missouri com
promise, ror that rctissn we discarded ths
old boundaries; disregarded the territory to

hii-l- i ii applied, and disregarded the source
from whence tlie title was derived. 1 say,
therefore, that a close examination of this
act clearly establishes the fact that it was
the intent, as well as the legal effect of the
compromise, and all geographical and ler-i-

lines. ,

Sir, in order to avoid any misconstruction
I will state mere distinctly what my precise
Idea is upon this point. So far as the Utah
and New Mexico bills inclu Ud the territo-

ry which had been subject to the Missouri
compromise provision, to tint extent ttiey
absolutely annulled the Misssoun eotupro- -

m se. Aa to the unorganized territory not
covered by those bills, it was superseded by
the principles ot the compromise et IKjJ.
We all know that the object of the compro-
mise measures of 1 350 was to establish cer-

tain great principles which would avoid
the slavery agitation in all time to come.
Was it our object simply to provid for a
temporary evil? Was it our object to heal

(

over an old tore, and leave it to break out
again? Was it our object to adopt a mere
miserable expedient to apply to that ternio
ry, and to that alone, and leave ourselves
entirely at sea, without compass when nen--

terntory was acquired or new territorial or-

ganizations weie to be made?
Was that tho object for wiucli the emi

nent and venerable senator from Kentucky
Mr. Clay came here and sacrificed even

his last energies upon the altar of hi coun-

try? . Was that the object for which Web-

ster, Clay, Cass, and all the patriots of that
day, struggled, so long and so strenuously ?

Was ft merely tlie application ot a tempora- -

rv expedient,, in, asrreeinsr to standby past
and dead legislation that the Baltimore plat
form pledged us to sustain the compromise
of 1850? Was it the understanding of the
whig party, when they adopted the compro-
mise measures of 1 855 as an nrticle of pol-

itical with, that they were only agreeing to'
that which was past, and had no reference
to the future? If that was their meaning;
if that was their object, they palmed off an
atrocious fraud upou the American people.
Was it the meaning of the Democratic party
when we pledged ourselves to stand by the
compromise of 1850, that we spoke only of
the past, and bed no refurn-:- to the

If so. it was then a fraud. When
we pledged our President to stand by the

cciripfomise measures did we nt tinaer-stati- d

that we pledged him as to his future
action ? Was it as to his past conduct ?

If it had been in relation to past conduct
only, the pledge would have been untrue
as to a very largo pjriion ot tlie fiemocrai-i- c

party. Men wnt into that convention
who had been opposed to the compromise
measures men who abhorred those meas-

ures when they were pending men who
never would have TOted affirmatively on
them. But inasmuch as those measures
had been passed, and the country hud ac-

quiesced in them, and it was important to
preserve the principle in order tc avoid agi-

tation in the future, these mcu saad, we waive
our past objections, and we wrtl stand by
you and with you in carrying out these prin
ciples in future.

Such I understood to be the meaninz of
the two great parties at Baltimore. Such I
understand to We been the ', effecjof their
pledges. ' If they did not mean this, they
meant merely 1 adopt resolutions which
were never to be carried out, and which
Were designed to mislead and deceive the
people lor fhe merit purpose of carrying' an

'"' " ' ' ' '' ' ' 'election' ,
', ',

I hold, then,, that as to th territory cov-

ered by the Utah . ant N-- s w , Mexiio billts,

there was an express annulment of the Mis-

souri, compromise; and as to all the otlutr
unorganized territories; it was Superseded
by the principle of that legislation, and ws a

bound to apply tho e principles iu thu or--

gWUAnUUU Wl Ull, 44V iw t. ,.- -, v
which we now own, or winch- - we may nere
after acquire. If ibis onstrucUon be given,
it makes that comnrotn.se a Snal adjustment.

No other constrneikM can p;utiy impart
finality to k. By any other construction the
question is to' he the moment you
ratify anew treaty acquiring aninch of coun-

try from Mexico. By any other construction
you u th issue evert time you make
a new territorial trovernmeuU But, sir; if
you treat the compromise measure of 1850
ia the light of great) principles, sufficient to
remedy temporary evils, at th same time
that they prescribe rules of action, applicable
everywhere iu all tim t com then yJtt
avoid the agitation forever; if 'you. observe
good faith to the provisions of these enact
meats, and tbe principles established bf

" 4 ' '' 'them. '.; ',

Mr. President; I repeat, that so far as the
Cueslisn of slavery is , eoncenwd, there is
nothing in the bill untler eonsideraiion
which does not carry out the' principle of the
compromise measures of 185J by loaviiii
the people-to- . dw as theytileiwe, subject only
to the orovisiotis of the Corisittutiotv of the
United Status. If thai' prineinlo ii 'wrong,
tlie bill is wrontfi If 'that principle is right,
ili hill ia right. 'It is annefcessnry lo iib-li- e

(iboiiC pliraseology or words; It 1 not;
the mere words, ,tue mere; jn.jwo'oy .

that our coosdttieots "wfsli'to' Klgt' by.
Tliey wish W know'' tho legal fcffeot of Vur

legislittion. 1 ,

The legalcffeclef thi'shnr If it U paa-se- 'd

as reported bv the rJomniltted W
;'to wgisto stavtry' Into these;

Territories nof tiuiof them. but t6 leave the

people to do" ft .hej please undei4 tti pcovis-ion- s

and. subject to tho 'JiintiatutiH f lh
Constiiution of the United 'Stat, "; Why
should not fliis prihoipk prevail? Why
should. ny man, Nortl) or South; ohjsct to

idents, provieionsof law showing that in the south-
western .territories the right to hold slaves whs
clearly implied or recogminl, while in the north-
west territories it was prohibited. Tho only

that can be fairly and honestly drawn from
that legislation is, that it was tlie po'icy of the fath-
ers of the Kepublic to prescribe a line of demarks- -
lion between tree territories and slaveholding ter-
ritories by a natural or a gi'ojraphicol line, beins
sure to make that line correspond, as near as mitght
be, to the laws of climate, ot production and prob-

ably of nil those other causes that would control the
institution and make iteithurdesirebleor undesirable
to the people inhabiting ths respective territories

Sir, I wisli yon to bear ia miitil, too.
that this geographical line, established by
the founders of the republic between free
terri'oiies and slave territories, extended as
far westwaid as our territory then reached;
the object being to avoid all Agitation upon
the shivery question by settling that ques-
tion forever, as far as our territory exten
ded, which was then to the Mississippi riv-

er.
When, in 1C03, we acquired from Fr mce

the territory known as Louisiana, it became
necessary to legislate for the proteclion of
the inhalmapts residing therein. It will be
seen, by looking into the bill establishing
the terriloral government m iBOo for the
territory of New Orleans, embracing tie
same country now kr.own as Hie hints ot
Louisiana, that the ordinance) of 1787 was
expressly extended to mat territory, except
ing the sixili sect-- , 1, which prohibited sla-

very. Then that act implied that the ter-

ritory of New Orleans was to be a slav-hohli-

territory by making that exception
in the law. But, fir, when they enmu to
form what was then called the territory of
Missouri, north of the thirty-thir- d paralle.,
they used dilierent latwuHe.. They did not
extend the ordinance ol 1787 to 't at all.
They first" provided that it should be gov-

erned by laws made by the governor and
the judges, and, wheu in 1S12 Congress
L'ave lo that territory, under the name of
the territory of Missouri, a terriloral gov-

ernment, the people were nllowed to do as
they pleased upon the subject of slavery,
Hulijoct onh' to the 'limitations oi the

of the Uuited iStates. Now vihat
is the inference (rum that legitdatiuti? That
slavery s, by implication, recorjuiaetl
south of tlie thirty-thir- purallvl; and norih I

jf that the people were left to exejci.se their
twn judgment and to do aa ihey pleased!
11,1011 the subject, without any implication
for or iigiiiu!u the existence of the institu-

tion.
1'his continued to be the conclilica of Ihe

ct untry ia the Misi-om- i Territory up to 1820,
when tlie celebrated act which is now called
the Missouri compromise act was passed
Slavery did nut exist in, nor was it exclu
ded from the country now known ns Nebras-

ka. 'I 'lere was no code of law upon the
subject of slavery fithef war: Fret, for
the ross m that slavery hail never been in-

troduced into Louisiana, and established by
positive enactment. It had grow uptheru
bv a sort of common lnw, und been sup
ported air I protected. V hen n common law
grows up. when an institution becomes
established under a usage, it carries it so
far as that usage actually goes, and no
further. . If it had been established by di-

rect enactm nt, it might have carried it so
fai as the po itical jurisdiction extended; but,
be that s it mar, by ihe act of 1812, crea-

ting the Territory of Missouri, that terri-

tory was alloved to legislate upon the sub-

ject of slavery s it saw proper, subject only
to the limitaiioi'B, which 1 have stated; and
the eounlrv not inhabited or thrown open
to settlement wat set spurt as Indian coun-

try, and renderet' subject to Indian laws.
Hence, tbe local leislation of the Statu of
Missouri did not reach into that Indian coun-

try, but was excluded from it by the Indian
code and Indian laua, Tbe municipal reg-
ulations of Missouri could not go these until
the Indian title had extinguished, and
tbe country through open lo settlement.- -
Such being the case, the only legislation in
existence in Nebraska Territory at the lime
that the Missouri act jased, aaiuely, the
&.b of March, 100, n a provision, in
eifect, I sat the people should be Allowed to
do as they pleated upon of sla-

very. ,1 f.. .v . ;: i ; '. u, U i
i The Territory of Misst uri having Wen

left in thai legal condition, positive opposi
tit-- was made to tho bill to organize a Slate
government, with a view t its admission
into the Union; and a senator from my State,
Mr. Jesse B Thomas, introduced an amend-rao-ti

known as the eighth section of the
bill la which it was provided th it slavery
should be prohibited, north of deg.. 30
nun. north latitude, in that eot ntry winch
we hnd acquired from France. ' What was
the object or. tbe enactment of tbat eighth
section? :. Was it not to so back , to the ori
ginal policy of prescribing boundaries to ihe
limitation of free isstitutions, and f slave
institutions, by a geographic! line, in. order
to avoid all controversy tn vongr tss upotl
the sumect: tience iiiev extended '.oat i

ographical line through all the territory
purchased fiokn France, which wu at- for as
our possessions then reachd., ;.Itv uti 4i m t
simply to settle the question on , that , pioce
of country, butit .was to tarty out a fjreat
principle, by extending! that dividing .line
as far west as our territory went, and, i g

ti onward to each new acquisition of
territory. True, the express ennptmn of
the eighth section of the Missouri act, now
called tit Missouri . compromise, act, on'y
coveied (he territory acquired ftom Franc-- !

but life principles of the act, the objects at
its Adoption, the reasons id It support, w.
quii'ed that it should ha extended md-jfin-

ly westward, so far ae our I territory miglit
g0yN whenever new.; purchases should b
nuA. - --4i --

, V.

Thus stoo4 the question up to 1845, when

should be forever prohibited ;n that country.
Ihe constitution wi ll which you received ;

them into the Union as a State (aid that alt,"
s'avs then in the State should remtti i slaves
for life, ant4 that all persons born of slavu
parents after a certain day shoudd' be fre at '
a certain age, and that ail persona'born in

tho State after a certain othei day, should
be free from the time of their birth.' Thus -

their State constitution, as well aa their ter-

ritorial 'legislation repudiated your ordr
nance, - Illinois, therefore, is a, ease
lo prove that whenever you hve attempted
to dictate institution to any- part oftl; '

Unitsid,. States. vo have failed. The sanw '

is true, though not to the same extent; wi 1t

refereice to the- Territory of Indiana, when.-"-

there were nway slaves during the time t

4ut

1
i

: fi' ? t

t.
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it territorial existence, and ! believe,- - !.-

there were a few in the Territory of Ohia '
; But,' sir, these abolition confederates, i

their manifisui, haw also 'WftiWdtO'tiaV
wonderful results of their policy in' the Stat "
of fcwa.and tlie Territory of Minesota ller. "
again, they happen to be in fault a to th
law of the land. 5 The not to rg?iuiif tli

Territory of Iowa did not prohibit laverv.
but the people of Iowa were allowed to t a
as tbey pleased under the territorial goveft- - "

ment; for the sixth section of that aot prva '.

ded that the legislative authority ahouidl
extenl to all nghtful 4ab;ect of Uff. static t "
except as to th disposition of public lands.
And taxes ia cetais case, bat tyA tXtxo'.vj '

slavery. Is iaay, ' however, be aid by sotrnr
that slavery Was prohibited in tew by "

of that clause in the Ija act which d eclat '
ed the laws of Wisconsin to be in force there- - '"

in Inasmuoh M the ordinance of l78Tn "'

ona of the laws ut WU'eo&sih.'a If, howvei.
they "say this', they' defeat their-obje- b '

cauae thrf wry cl'tnse which transfers thu''"
laws of Wiseoiwin to iowa, and makes shem''-- v

of f irce tlfuivin nlstj, provides that tlwetlaw '

are subject to i ttiud. rli(,edV04;eepl
ed by th ' legjjlattir os' sowi..'-Iowa- ,

therefor, was 1rt to-d- li ple. '
ed, r lowai wlteit h( camhto ft-- a eon-- -

.

s'itntion anr State gjV'i'rtimeBt, prep-iratol--

to admUsioh ititrt tlie Uaibn, cdtisidered lti'vit
subject of free nd sUv institatitms almty.1""
dispassionately,1 withbut n'y restraint (

dioiation.'aml determind that it would be Vs"
the iiterest of, het peifpto in'lheireliiiiaW.- - -

nud with their 'r6(Iueiiotrs,' to prohibit s'a "i
very; and hence low became n fre" '

by vinue- - of tkls great principle f allwrm
the 'people W do as tliei? pltnase, and not i. i
,hl lirtn-- e to any federal iMmmatid. '' J '

,Th iib.ilitionlAs are also In th hiVtt ot
rafel1 nt "to Oregon annthe-V- , ittstunc wv"

the tiruirtyh of tluir abolition poliey, Tlio
again they hv overloiAed or tttisreprescnt-- 1 '
4 tlm h'utory of the eountryj Sir.ttis wn-- k

known, or4 it" it; i Hot,' h ugtt to be, tSn '

for. about twelve" years you failed lo gt
Oregon any government of any proUHftnT..,
and duaing that peridJ th iahabitann i.i'
that country 'mfenKanei a 'govefltraetit f "
their osvui nii" by virtan of tneir own lav " '

p tssed 'by" their own repreientatives bef t.
j jou emended jittir jtmsdicttott over tuuu.,- - '

ctwitauxnoxrocaru rAo.


